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VI CONCLUSION 

In this book, I followed several lines of argument in tracing the relationship between State, Party 

and academics at CASS and the role of social-science management. I traced changes in the 

composition of the CASS leadership and the hierarchy of its organization since its inception in 

1977, and related these changes to political developments that were essential to transformations in 

academic organization and research. The notion of the ways in which the conceptualization of the 

Chinese Nation was assigned a role in debate proved essential to understanding the course of 

political disputes between various political factions. This thesis also traced developments in the 

disciplinary set up of social science in CASS over the last decade, and discussed changes in the 

socio-economic position and the rights and duties of intellectuals in CASS and society as a whole. 

Additionally, it made an analysis of the ceremonial, administrative and political functions of the 

academic leadership in social-science research in CASS. 

1 . The Increased Influence of the State on Social-Science Research 

The revolutionary experience of the CCP hampered, rather than helped along, the process of 

modern State building in China after 1949. As the State was expected to wither away according to 

Marxist-Leninist ideology, CCP ideology could not provide answers to issues of State-building. It 

was in the 1930s that at the Yan'an base area the organizational principles of the Party's unified 

leadership and methods of mass mobilization were established. They conditioned the CCP responses 

to new institutional challenges. Thus, after the founding of the PRC in 1949, the CCP relied on the 

army to enforce its rule, and mass-campaigns and revolutionary struggle to implement its policies. 

When opportunities arose in the 1950s to shift from policies based on revolutionary destruction to 

the construction of State institutions, a Constitution was created in 1954. A little later, in June 

1955, a division for the social sciences was established (the Xuebu) under the Chinese Academy of 

Science, though it was mainly concerned with the natural sciences. The Anti-Rightists Campaign of 

1957 reversed the course of State and academic building. During the Great Leap Forward in 1958, 

Party Committees took the responsibility for economic management by way of revolutionary mass 

mobilization, away from the central administration and provincial governments, and organized it 

like guerilla warfare. The ensuing economic disaster led to the dispute in 1959 at the Lushan 

conference, after which the Great Leap policies were reversed. The establishment of Nation-State 

and social-science institutions practically had to wait until Deng came to power. Nevertheless, 

efforts were made to regulate education. In 1962, in the aftermath of the Great Leap, the Ministry 

of Education made preparations for carrying out improvements in the education system, such as 

teaching academic subjects besides politics. In 1963, it drafted regulations and completed 

documents demanding higher education to be carried out in agreement with "strict requirements," 

and "safeguarding quality" by independent institutions for teaching graduates. But in 1966, the 

education of research students and research were interrupted by a decade of political turmoil. Most 

departments were disabled or half-disabled because of factional struggles and material poverty. 
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Even though formally fourteen institutes were recognized, only the Institutes of Archeology, 

Linguistics and Minority Studies were under Party-State protection. Problems of political nature 

were severe, and factionalism, false accusations, a deficiency of material facilities, and financial 

problems brought research to a near halt. Intellectuals all over China were made to work and learn 

discipline by following Mao Zedong's "May 7 Directive" of 1966. In 1969, all research personnel 

in the Xuebu were undergoing "political re-education" under the direction of the Workers' and 

Liberation Army Mao Zedong Thought Propaganda Team. Office buildings were turned into 

dormitories, where academics had to perform communal tasks and undergo ideological reform. 

Increased State influence on social science 

In the late-1970s, the Deng reforms had to deal with the legitimacy crisis of Marxism, and 

responded with constructive efforts of State building. To overcome this crisis, and in order to 

stimulate economic growth, reforms were implemented and a new legal system was devised to 

protect economic interests. Though efforts have been put into improving "socialist democracy" and 

strengthening "socialist legality," the principle of Party leadership of the legal system continued 

to prevail: the Party's Political and Legal Affairs Committee and the Party Core Group are still In 

charge of the State judicial and legislative institutions. In other words, China has moved from 

arbitrary rule, class struggle and mass campaigns to rule by law under the control of the Party, 

and not under the exclusive authority of an independent system of laws. Similarly, the 

reorganization of government administration into State institutions independent from Party units 

succeeded only partly. In the years following the reforms of 1978, the number of State institutions 

(agencies, bureaus, ministries, offices, and commissions) increased fast enough for Deng Xiaoping 

to call the process to a halt in 1982. While State institutions were recuperating after the Cultural 

Revolution, the Party lost no time in regaining control through the CCP Secretariat and the 

departments of the Party Central Committee. In 1977, the CCP had reestablished the Core Group 

system, which has Party Core Groups and Party Work Committees organized parallel with and in 

State institutions. Although the Party stressed that government issues should be decided by the 

State council or local governments, the Party Central Committee continued to circulate Party 

documents and circulars with the State Council after 1980. Just as had the State administration in 

the 1950s, the new State system also suffered from a confusion between responsibilities and 

interests between Party and State. Though the number of interlocking posts was drastically 

reduced, the double organizational structure still continued to exist. 

Academic administering suffered similar problems. In 1977, it was decided that the social 

sciences were to be assigned an important function in socialist State building and were to serve the 

goals of the Four Modernizations. The establishment of research departments, their organizational 

set up, research subjects, and appointed leaders were clearly meant to suit these purposes. The 

Third Plenary Session of the 11th Central Committee of the CCP, held in December 1978, 
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announced the decision to focus the entire country's working efforts on socialist modernization. In 

1977, the Department of Philosophy and the Social Sciences had been upgraded and the Central 

Committee of the CCP gave permission for the founding of CASS, the highest academic research 

institution in the fields of philosophy and the social sciences, as well as a national centre for 

comprehensive [zonghe] studies. The 1977 decision to assign a greater role to the social sciences 

entailed the establishment of a number of new research disciplines, such as in the field of 

international relations and foreign area studies, demography, law, sociology, anthropology, and 

political science. However, the establishment of social science disciplines did not only require 

political legitimation by the State, but also financial support for the creation of a new disciplinary 

infrastructure. Funding of CASS research institutes resided under governmental mandate, so that 

research plans of research institutes greatly depended on State policies. Even financially 

independent groups who wanted to found an organization, journal or commission required official 

fiat. The great increase in academic activity led to more, rather than less, State involvement in 

steering, controlling and defining new boundaries for scientific research. 

Apart from loosening up ideological guidelines and clearing away obstructions to research 

into "forbidden zones," the creation of a disciplinary infrastructure required active support, 

strategic planning, and a political engagement with the enterprise of steering the production of 

knowledge. As the funding of the social sciences and the number of research projects increased, 

research-plan meetings were needed to coordinate research to the effect that they could support 

official research priorities. The five-year planning of the development of the social sciences and 

philosophy ran parallel with long-term State plans, so that research plans could be coordinated and 

adjusted. The establishment of CASS had been backed by a high aspiration to educate a large united 

force of red experts that could advise the Dengist reform-policies. Intellectuals were reclassified 

as a part of the proletariat, while the development of science and technology was promoted as one 

of the Four Modernizations. However, more so than the sciences, the social sciences continued to be 

interfered with by Party politics. Thus, the policy of Opening Up was to facilitate the reborn brain-

workers to "learn from the West," in order to "build a force against capitalism." In this process, 

building a strong and prosperous socialist China under the leadership of the Party took precedence 

over political reforms that would risk the creation of an alliance between workers and intellectuals. 

Ironically, now that intellectuals had become part of the proletariat, they were so by virtue of 

compromise with Party-State rule. As a result of this co-optation, the loyalties of intellectuals 

were forced towards supporting their interests by taking part in the Party struggles of the 

fractionalized leadership. 

Especially the policies of a separation between Party and government and rule by law have 

been of major importance in debates on Party leadership in the Deng-era. "Rule by law" was to 

prevent the anarchy of another Cultural Revolution and provide social stability and order, legal 

protection of economic interests and serve as a new source of regime legitimacy. This policy, 
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however, required a redefinition of the relationship between Party and State. Deng Xiaoping 

explicitly argued for changes in the leadership of the State Council, including a greater separations 

between Party and State. He opposed an excess of concentration of power, the wide practice of 

concurrently holding two or more posts, and wanted a clear distinction between the responsibilities 

of the Party and those of the government."326 A major effort to strengthen State organs clearly 

found its expression in the 1982 State Constitution. It confirmed the State Council as the highest 

executive organ of State, assigned it administrative authority over the formulation of national 

economic, social, military and administrative policy-planning, and held it accountable to the 

National People's Congress, rather than the Party. Although Deng made an effort to this effect in 

his 1980 speech and Zhao Ziyang, too, in his 1987 speech to the 13th National Party Congress, 

changes were minimal. Zhao's ousting and the June 4th crackdown in 1989 halted the political 

reform programme, and the leadership of the CCP remained virtually unchallenged. Key Party 

organizational units, such as the Party's Political and Legal Affairs Committee, Party Core Groups, 

and Party Central Military Commissions, are still kept in place, even though the Party is losing its 

ability to inculcate socialist discipline into its members. The separation of Party and State did not 

succeed, for a clear delineation of the territory of the Party and the State did not come about, and 

Party influence over State functions did not cease to have effect. 

A rough parallel can be drawn between changes in the legal system and the evolution of the 

system of academic organization of CASS. In the 1980s, both systems had been working toward a 

greater influence for the administrative leadership. In September 1982, the new Party Constitution 

adopted at the 12th National Party Conference, stipulated that, from the centre to the basic level, 

activities of all Party organizational units and members must be consistent with the Constitution 

and laws of the State. Article 5 of the 1982 Constitution stipulates that all State organs, the armed 

forces, all political parties and public organizations and enterprises must abide by the Constitution 

and the law. At the same time, in CASS more power was delegated from the CASS Party Group to 

the administrative leadership. But in the absence of institutional independence and procedural 

guarantees legal principles had little effect. Similarly, attempts to increase the freedom of 

academic debate were frustrated by close political supervision. When on 19 May 1989, Li Peng 

announced the imposition of martial law, attempts by intellectuals to persuade the NPC's Standing 

Committee of its constitutional illegality failed, indicating that constitutional means had no effect in 

preventing the subsequent use of force. Though attempts had been made to diminish the influence of 

the Party Core Groups, in the end they failed. At the 13th Party Congress in October 1987, Zhao 

Ziyang proposed to abolish the county and local level Party Core Groups in government agencies, 

but the decision to do so was revoked in August 1989. The Party Core Group system was restored 

to a full in government institutions on all governmental levels. Similarly, in CASS the power of the 

326 Deng Xiaoping 1984: 303. 
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Party Unit system was restored so that the administrative leadership became accountable to it. 

State and Party in CASS 

The first leaders of CASS were chosen with the intention of reforming the way the country was run 

economically, and to rebuild science so that China could "catch up with the West." The Central 

Committee chose a batch of CASS leaders with known intellectual ability and support for the 

reforms. At the same time, however, CASS was to be build into a mainstay of socialist research 

activities. 

The concept of reform, however, later became associated with specific political ideas, 

which were not in line with conservative leaders in the Party and some leaders at CASS. The in 

1980 appointed Premier Zhao Ziyang was succeeding in expanding his basis for policy-research in 

pursuit of new development strategies by creating several think-tanks under the State Council, 

State commissions and ministries. In this project, Zhao had the full support of Hu Yaobang, Yu 

Guangyuan, Ma Hong, Zhou Yang, Xing Bensi and Huan Xiang. In the beginning of the 1980s, concepts 

of democracy and humanism became widely used in the work of proponents of political reforms, and 

gradually turned into a weapon in political debate. Even among reformers the universalist 

implications of the concept of democracy had not sunk in on all fronts. With the exception of a few 

intellectuals, such as Yan Jiaqi and Guo Luoji, not many had publicly expressed sympathy with the 

Democracy Wall activists. 

In other regards, especially in literary circles, resistance against Party corruption 

acquired the form of investigative reports by Liu Binyan and literary political criticism by Wang 

Ruowang, while others, such as Wang Meng demanded a separation from politics for artistic 

reasons. Whereas some rehabilitated writers expressed gratitude to the Party, others, such as 

CASS Vice-President Zhou Yang at the Fourth Congress of Writers and Artists apologized to all his 

victims of persecution in the past, and insisted on the need for respecting the independence of 

writers. Liu Binyan, Wang Ruowang, Wang Meng and Zhou Yang were all to express their doubt on 

the ability of the Party to represent the People, and would play an important role in forming 

concepts of loyalty, reform and patriotism in the 1980s. 

After 1982, the administrative leadership of CASS gained considerable authority and 

decision-powers and in 1984 even delegated powers to the lower level of research institutes, 

making possible democratic elections among peers. The increased academic freedom also gave 

political leaders more leeway to put together their own research-advisor groups among 

intellectuals. As a result, however, adherence to Party decisions made place for more flexible 

networks that were tied to powerful political patrons. An additional factor contributing to the lack 

of success in separating Party and State function lay in the aim of the reforms. The objectives of 

the new system, Deng defined in direct reference to the competition between capitalism and China 

as a socialist system, thereby paving the way for continued Party influence over academic policy-
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making. 

In 1985, there were moments of ideological relaxation, such as when the newly appointed 

member of the Political Secretariat Hu Qili made an unprecedented promise of Party support for 

"freedom and creativity" in art at a National Congress of the Writers' Association in December 

1984/January 1985. Furthermore, intellectuals were asked to explain the reforms through the 

media, and Zhao Ziyang used their knowledge in his think-tanks. Moreover, intellectuals for the 

first time were encouraged to set up private consulting services, research institutes and schools. 

At the same time, the State announced the gradual withdrawal of financial support from CAS and 

CASS. This plan was based on the aim of changing them into financially self-sufficient institutes of 

education and research. 

Although a few steps in the directions of academic autonomy had been made, the CASS 

leadership's attitude toward the reforms was ambivalent, as can be deduced from President Hu 

Sheng's swaying views from liberal in 1985, to cautious in 1986 after the twelfth National Party 

Conference, to conservative in early 1987. Hu took refuge into the official jargon of patriotism, 

morality and spiritual civilization in order to guide social science away from the abyss of Spiritual 

Pollution. Furthermore, both newly elected Heads of the Institute of Political Science, Yan Jiaqi, 

and the Institute of Literature, Liu Zaifu found themselves in political trouble, as did other leading 

intellectuals from CASS, such as Su Shaozhi, Yu Guangyuan, Li Honglin, and Zhang Xianyang. 

The founding of State institutions independent from the Party had not been the main 

objective of the reforms but a means to achieve national strengthening. When in the 1980s it 

became clear that Party power could grow independent from Party ideology, socialist ideology was 

updated by incorporating imported theories and ideas and concepts from Chinese tradition in its 

propaganda repertoire. But when in 1987 intellectuals increasingly slurred Chinese tradition and 

advertized Western liberalism and democracy as a method to become a strong and prosperous 

nation-State, Party seniors ended up robbed of their capitalist enemy, and deprived of China's 

tradition and revolutionary legacy. Resulting frictions between conservatives and reformers 

eventually led to Hu Yaobang's departure, and brought Deng to give Premier Zhao Ziyang an 

opportunity to prepare another reform package for his presentation at the Thirteenth Party 

Congress. In it, he reiterated the arguments for separating Party from State: the need for a 

different Party role in a decentralizing economic, and inefficiency and unsuitability of Party 

organisations taking on administrative functions, stemming from a fundamental difference in the 

nature of Party and State. As a result, Zhao argued, neither State nor Party do a proper job: 

conflicts and incompetence come about especially as a result of interfering Party Departments and 

Core Groups in government, and therefore must gradually be reduced or abolished. 

Though these policies were implemented gradually, they remained incomplete; though 

efforts at democratization in the Party Congresses were put into practice, it only took place at the 

lower levels of the hierarchy; though Deng Xiaoping lowered the age of retirement substantially, he 
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himself held on to the influential post of Chairman of the Central Military Commission by changing 

the Constitution; and, though a beginning of a separation between State and Party institutions had 

been made, after 1989, the policies of Party withdrawal were reversed. Still, CASS had achieved 

an advanced degree of separation between Party groups and Leadership, as was apparent from, for 

example, the growing number of institutes without a Party Committee. However, in the 1990s this 

process was to be reversed, and the "nation" was to be reappropriated by a renewed version of 

socialism, now on its way to include aspects of the legacy of Chinese tradition. 

Changes in academic leadership 

After the tightening of academic policy in the beginning of the 1990s, various factors contributed 

to the change in methods of academic management in CASS. Deng's famous trip South gave the 

green light for Deepening the Reforms. It enabled CASS to lay off scholars, introduce competition, 

and start propagating money-earning activities, which fitted in with the ongoing plans of reform-

minded administrators at CASS, who had realized that without new organizational life blown into its 

disciplinary set-up, scholarly work at CASS would become paralyzed and accomplished scholars 

would move elsewhere. The vitalized economic market had already allowed talented trouble

makers, among which former democracy demonstrators, to seek their luck at the market place. Of 

extreme importance to the management of academic research was that the process of "Opening 

Up" provided the basic conditions for obtaining scientific know-how, management methods, foreign 

theoretical models and examples. If the process were to be endangered politically, it could have 

caused a crisis of confidence in the Chinese economy and reforms among foreign investors and 

companies. At the same time it would have led to a drop in academic exchanges, a money squeeze, 

and little prospect for the further development of the social sciences, which have depended on 

translations, foreign subsidies and scholarly exchanges. Additionally, a global trend of a greater 

focus on interdisciplinary research augmented a similar trend of interdisciplinarity in China, which 

had been on its way since the mid-1980s. This trend facilitated the marriage between science and 

social science, scientific models and their ideological application. 

In October 1991, CASS set up a new CASS Party Committee and implemented a 

responsibility system in which the President of CASS became responsible to the leadership of the 

CASS Party Committee, which has always been closely involved with education and financial work 

inside academic organs. Since 1993, the leadership core of the new Party Unit, formed by 

Secretary Wang Renzhi, Teng Teng, and Long Yongshu, gradually increased its influence. CASS 

leaders are said to have become Party bureaucrats. If so, this may be due to the fact that the 

leaders are meant to cooperate with the Party, and often step in from State organs, such as the 

Propaganda Department. Horizontal transfer of leaders between State institutions of the same level 

take place frequently. This arrangement enables political authorities to position leaders at 

politically strategic positions. The practice reinforces the contacts and cooperation between 
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institutes active in applied research. State policies that concern important theoretical issues pause 

at these institutes, especially to have documents drafted. For instance, CASS and the Central 

Communist Party School are both high level academic institutes engaged in the activity of 

generating Party ideology, philosophy and social science. The Central Party School, the Propaganda 

Department and CASS are units of official rank and cadre units of ministerial rank. They reside 

under the State Council, and the State Council leads the Central Party School and the Propaganda 

Department. Among these four official units of equal ranking exchange of personnel is allowed and 

occurs on a regular basis. 

The role of CASS leaders and experts in State-policy making lies mainly in the areas of 

economics, law, political stability, international relations, and ideology. Social science has an 

important role in setting up a market system and the reforms, and supporting the policies of the 

Central Committee of the CCP. For instance, the Institute of Law played an important role in 

designing a new legal system; with regards to border-region issues, policy makers consult a range 

of institutes; and, CASS plays a supportive role in the area of creating socialist theory. By holding 

international conferences and organizing inter-institutional discussions on international politics and 

economics CASS exerts influence on official policies, though it is hard to make a precise estimate 

of its influence. In the social sciences, the leadership also encourages the organization of 

conferences of a regional nature, in particular in the area of Asian Studies. As a source of applied 

(politically advisory) research, CASS leaders continued their role as consultants in political 

matters and as delegator of propaganda work. This was especially the case in issues of foreign 

affairs, the experience of the Soviet Union after communism, the reform of SOEs and propaganda. It 

remained difficult to maintain judicial independence while trying to sustain Party leadership at the 

same time. And as political and legal considerations are inseparable, the tendency to turn legal 

matters into political ones continued to exist. Moreover, constitutionally, legal principles such as 

open trials, equality before the law and judicial independence remained dependent on definitions and 

approval of the Central Political and Legal Affairs Committee. Similarly, after 1989, CASS Party 

Committees were established in research institutes and offices, creating a dependency relation 

between administrative and Party leadership at all levels. As political and academic issues are 

frequently intertwined, academic problems could be changed into political issues unexpectedly. 

Finally, the trend toward regulating academic life by document and defining research problems 

through political directives has seriously obstructed attempts at realizing ideals of academic 

independence, such as critical self-awareness, systematic critique, independent judgment from 

politics. 

2 . Leaders and Led: Ins t i tu t iona l Lock-Ins 

This thesis did not acknowledge the absolute authority of "leaders" over "led" but looked into the 

interaction between leaders and led and recognized that the majority of academic leaders also take 
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on the role of the led. This study also observed the institutional set up in which the leaders and led 

interact and, partly, are locked. In so far as the freedom of decision making is at stake, scholars in 

the lower regions of the hierarchy seem to have more freedom than do the ones higher up. In other 

respects, the distinction between leadership and the led is not even a useful one, as the capacity of 

leadership ascribed to leaders is not always realized due to their subordinate position vis-a-vis 

political leaders in the State Council, Politburo and Propaganda Department. One could argue that as 

leaders are also part of the establishment, they are subject to influences beyond their control. It is 

incorrect, however, to assume that academic leaders are compelled to follow a certain political or 

bureaucratic unitary regime, as these also consist of factions whose conflicting interests make it 

possible for leaders to negotiate their allegiances with one leader rather than another. But besides 

patron-client relationships, we must take into account the impossibility for any leader to steer 

his/her flock to perfection as the effects of its behaviour are largely unpredictable, especially to 

the actors themselves. Furthermore, leaders and led sometimes share political interests and at 

other times they do not. This is what makes it sometimes attractive to leaders and dissidents to 

"switch sides" at crucial moments. Ru Xin's sudden political turn-around in favour of Hu Qiaomu's 

concept of humanism during the Anti-Spiritual Pollution Campaign rescued him his job and made 

possible the continuation of, to him, reformist policies, while he let down his reformists friends. 

The dividing line between the interests of the two sides at such occasions are blurred. Moreover, 

the personal preferences and convictions of individuals are often unpredictable and can have 

enormous force, especially, in situations that can multiply effects once triggered. For example, on 

the occasions of Hu Yaobang's funeral and the State-visits of Nakasone in 1985 and Gorbachev in 

1989, the smudging of highly cherished symbols triggered chain-reactions of political moves that 

had far-reaching consequences, which nevertheless are hard to delineate. 

This does not mean, however, that estimations cannot be made of the effects of certain 

methods of resistance, and movements for the renewal or overthrow of an organization. For 

example, in the 1990s the application of systems of financial, material and social rewards, 

regulated competition and the distribution of material and financial resources. In combination with 

generally accepted forms of electing leaders such systems can contribute to institutional stability 

and order. In an academic research institute, however, clashes may occur over the nature of the 

work academics are expected to do. Political requirements of academic work may cause friction if 

they go against the convictions and/or interests of the researcher. A process of weighing off 

material, social and personal rewards against set aims, ideals and personal costs goes on 

continually. When, as was the case in the 1980s, alternative employment opportunities were 

scarce, such processes of decision-making had become top-heavy, and ran a high risk of spilling 

over into the realm of politically explosive dispute. In the 1990s, those who wanted to get rich did 

not start a career at CASS. Furthermore, those who are academically unsuitable do not easily get 

accepted into CASS. As a result, academic and political pursuits have become the main concern to 
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academies, even though their living conditions are relatively poor. The latter factor, makes it 

essential to keep on climbing up in the academic hierarchy as rewards increase on every step 

upward. Chances of climbing improve when academics prove productive, participate in academic 

activities, cultivate their relations, and become member of the CCP. It is this link between material 

needs, academic interests, and political necessity which locks academics into a spiral, from which 

it is unattractive to slide down. The organization of the leadership is sluggish but effective because 

of its double structure of Party and academic leadership. The latter is accountable to the former, 

but the administrative/intellectual leadership is chosen relatively democratically, while the 

parallel Party leadership is not. This authority structure is rigid, and hard to topple. It manages 

academic activities by satisfying a minimum of material needs for the completion of research 

projects and relying on the commitment of researchers to the Party and the Motherland, to which 

research is dedicated. Moreover, leaders on higher levels of the hierarchy are appointed by the 

Party leadership. These appointed leaders introduce nominees for lower level leaders, who are 

"elected" by their constituency. Disagreement on lower level electees, again, are resolved by the 

Party leadership, who may appoint a new leader. The meaning of the concept of "changing academic 

life from within" seems to have altered over the last two decades. In the 1980s, reformist 

academic leaders had ideals for which they sought the support of politicians, and for which they 

were prepared to fight. Their ideals were full of hope and ideas of progress toward the larger goal 

of an independent academic community that would advise those in power about the needs of society. 

In the 1990s, it became clear that internal change of the academic community was not likely to 

reach any goal of academic autonomy, though the facilities provided for dedicating one's working 

life to academic research within a politically acceptable realm improved. 

Patron dependency 

From 1982 to 1985, the CASS leadership seemed to develop in several directions at once. On the 

one hand, it had taken measures to ensure more democratic methods of choosing the leadership at 

the institutional level, to be implemented in 1985. A trend toward a diversification of social-

science approaches was encouraged, and a greater role was given to intellectuals in explaining the 

reforms in their writings. Nevertheless, both academic researchers and leaders were tied to 

political trends at the top. Academic workers demanded autonomy but could only effectively do so 

by relying on their "patrons." Academic leaders could encourage research into further reforms 

but, in turn, were tied to Party policies. It was in this context, that the New China News Agency 

blamed the CASS leadership for inadequate measures to prevent a small number of its scholars to 

spread Spiritual Pollution. On the other hand, scholars were also involved in research formulation 

and speech drafting in support of conservative trends. For example, a consortium of leading 

scholars from various institutions wrote Hu Ojaomu's January 3 (1984) speech to the National 

Conference of Cultural Departments. 
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The behaviour of intellectuals in the 1980s was constrained by factors such as job-

security, factionalism, age, and other factors that are only indirectly related to the struggle for 

political and intellectual ideals. Intellectuals in the decade found themselves in a situation in which 

they had to lobby for support from reformer politicians in order to liberate themselves from 

political intervention with academic research in the future. By 1983, academics associated with 

the reformist "patrons" Hu Yaobang and Zhao Ziyang had begun to demand greater relaxation of 

ideological constraints. They stimulated criticism of Maoist excesses, but also had a critical 

attitude toward Marxist-Leninist dogma and the politico-economic system imported from Moscow 

in the 1950s. As the relatively young reformers lacked revolutionary credentials, the success of 

their quest depended heavily on support by Deng Xiaoping. Though active reformers could be found 

in particular among intellectuals, intellectuals were on no account undivided on reform issues. The 

interests of intellectuals whose jobs involved Party research and education, Party Propaganda, and 

central planning, lay with a Party monopoly from which they could draw authority. Reformist 

intellectuals tried to ally themselves with reformist and pro-democracy leaders, finding employ 

for their ideas and activities in government think-tanks and universities. They found themselves in 

the predicament of requiring an Increase In academic autonomy while needing leadership support for 

advancing their careers in the professional hierarchy. Only a minority of idealists could afford, or 

were willing, to go as far as risking their career for the sake of their ideals and principles. At the 

time, unlike during the 1990s, State and Party monopoly over the jobs of intellectuals left them 

with little chance of finding alternative employment in which they could further their ambitions. 

Nevertheless, there were idealist scholars among both Party members and non-Party members 

who regarded it as their duty to be critical of the leadership and its policies, regardless of their 

personal interests (though it is hard to draw a fine line between personal and ideological interests). 

This self-proclaimed vocation to remonstrate with Party leaders was considered to benefit The 

People whom such critical intellectuals believe to represent. In name of The People the leadership is 

called upon to reflect upon "The People's interest," implying that the leadership has a conscience 

that can be touched by the intellectual's plea. The loss of this belief in the leadership's 

preparedness to initiate political reforms "for the good of the People" aggravated the deteriorating 

relationship between intellectuals (including Party members) and the leadership in the latter half of 

the 1980s. 

Adjusting to leadership adjustments 

The majority of CASS intellectuals had been involved in the events around June Fourth 1989, at 

least indirectly, including members of CASS's top leadership. Two out of six CASS Vice-

Presidents, Li Shenzhi and Ding Weizhi, handed in their resignation when Martial Law was declared 

on May 20th, gestures honoured only after the crackdown. Their replacements, Yu Wen and Jiang 

Liu, came to CASS to discipline its personnel, and Zheng Bijian was put in charge of rectifying 
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ideological abuse. Yu and Jiang, were only temporary guardsmen of official ideology, but were 

trusted to act fast and fierce. Several Heads of Institutes were dismissed, the formation of the 

CASS leadership was altered, and the leadership structure changed. President Hu Sheng was 

spared, but doubt was cast on his and CASS's political and ideological reliability as advisors to the 

political leadership. Yu Wen was sent to CASS as Party Secretary to restore discipline, and plans 

for reorganizing the administration, departmental set up and leadership were prepared, and carried 

out in 1991. When, as a part of this reorganization, the responsibility system was implemented, 

the Party Committee drew power to itself as administrative leaders became accountable to Party 

Committee Secretaries. All research institutes were stimulated to establish Party Committees, 

enabling the CASS leadership to more effectively control its personnel, direct research projects, 

take austerity measures, and implement new academic policies. 

With regards to the issue of whether a "democratic coup" would have been feasible, 

according to some intellectuals at CASS, the People could not have "willed" democracy into 

existence: no group had authority enough to take the leadership, and no wide insight existed into the 

nature of democracy. Furthermore, it should have been clear all along that Deng Xiaoping had not 

planned radical liberalization as it had been clear all along that he advocated "no-change-theory." 

The reforms pertained to the economic, not the political realm, which is, according to some, the 

main gist of the contents of Socialism with Chinese Characteristics. Though the leadership continued 

to pull the strings in alternative ways, Deng's reform-policies had reduced direct State-

intervention in the areas of the economy, society and science. China had opened up to the outside 

world, revived its regional economies, and created a thriving middle class of traders and 

manufacturers. Moreover, a lot more could be said in public after than before the 1978 reforms. 

A price had to be paid for economic reforms in the social sciences, as the streamlining of 

academic disciplines was accompanied by efforts to strengthen ideological discipline. When Party 

Secretary Yu Wen entered CASS in 1991, he aimed to reinstate Party discipline, announced the 

regulation of social-science research away from "peaceful evolution" and "ideological defeatism." 

Though Yu rejected the "commercialization" of academic research, he was in favour of a thorough 

clean-up: "deflating the swelling" that had resulted from the "unbridled growth of disciplines;" 

the implementation of the responsibility system, and tight rules of disciplinary order on a 

hierarchical basis. While the voices of political reformers withdrew into an a-political background 

of academic scholarship, attacks on bourgeois liberalization continued, the force of neo-Maoism 

grew, and efforts at Party building increased. 

The link between political work by Party Committees with academic leadership at all levels 

of the academic organizational hierarchy became closer, so that the President and the Heads of 

Institutes were forced to listen to Party Committee policies and expected to obey. Under the 

nominal leadership of Hu Sheng, the tasks of the reorganization of CASS, the restructuring of 

research work around Socialism with Chinese Characteristics, and Party Construction became the 
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main ingredients of the CASS programme of reform. Its execution was to follow the political line of 

patriotic socialism targeted at national unity and strength, organized in a key-point research 

agenda. As CASS now was to serve as a political advisor of the CCP Central Committee and the 

State Council, an improvement of working conditions, higher status and rosier future prospects for 

researchers served as perks to increasingly weary researchers. 

Regulatory functions of the academic hierarchy 

The academic hierarchy provided a means of exacting allegiance from scholars, as time of service 

increased rewards accumulatively, so that status, and facilities such as housing and health care 

improved in the course of the scholar's career. The influence of the leadership extended both to 

material and financial distribution of resources, but also to the delegation of honour, recognition 

and status, which may be just as important to the ability of researchers to extend their network of 

connections [guanxi], which enable them to exchange favours. Another function serves the 

transmitting of political information from leaders at the top of the hierarchy down to low cadres 

and scholars at the bottom. Political information concerned documents, summaries of speeches or 

meetings with the political leadership, i.e., the Central Committee of the CCP at Zhongnanhai, the 

Propaganda Department, or meetings of the NPC. The topics of Deng's Southern Tour, Jiang Zemin's 

talk at the Party School figured frequently in the documents conveyed, which were studied on 

training courses for Party members, cadres and professional workers, meetings for CASS Party 

Committees, (higher level) Party officials, Party members, representative of CASS Units, and 

thematic conferences. Some meetings were devised for the creation of new documents to be used as 

speeches for politicians or study-materials for other researchers. Sometimes, therefore it was 

impossible to know who created research guidelines for CASS: the political leadership, the 

leadership of CASS, or researchers themselves. 

Nevertheless, the new means of vertical control, as most researchers will agree, are an 

improvement on the rigid propaganda, edicts, orders, and direct forms of censorship and 

monitoring, which they replaced. A more flexible hierarchic organization, such as new forms of 

"democratic centralism," "bi-directional elections," the Party Committee responsibility system, 

Party gatherings and study meetings, research planning from above, the yearly moments of 

evaluation and promotion, the rationalization of the disciplinary structure of academic research, 

the registration of money-earning activities, and so on, contributed to a much more sophisticated 

and efficient system of academic steering, which is still closely tied to the political-decision 

making of the political leadership. 

In order to deal with political and academic requirements, scholars trained their sensitivity 

to cues, hints and authorised lines of thought. To keep their career going politically, personal 

relations [guanxi] with "patrons" were cultivated, politically acceptable publications written, 

while an active participation in academic activities, including ideological ones, was important in 
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network-building. Opportunities for extending academic contacts horizontally have multiplied since 

the implementation of the reforms, as it became possible for scholars to increase and intensify 

their contacts at conferences, symposia, research associations and academic institutes abroad. 

Academic exchanges with foreign research institutes, jointly organized conferences, and contacts 

through modern means of communication led to an unprecedented wide range of opportunities for the 

exchange of views and have widened the scope of vision of scholars. 

Additionally, forums, professional associations, journals, and informal meetings kept 

scholars informed of work by colleagues. Increases in academic exchanges and communication, 

however, did not grow arbitrarily in all directions. Internally, the hierarchic nature of institutional 

structures and the regard for status encouraged contacts between those of equal ranking. While 

cooperation in terms of the exchange of views, data, research materials, documents and 

experience was of essential importance for scholars to do their job, competition for scarce 

resources and positions also created tensions, and sometimes spilled over into discussions on 

"equality", "corruption", "fair competition" and "bootlicking". Additionally, so-called 

departmentalism directed the distribution of academic resources inwardly. Squabbles and conflicts 

on the use of computers, offices, experts and other resources obstructed an optimal use and 

horizontal exchange of academic facilities. 

3. The Re-Conceptualization of the Nation 

This thesis linked political influence on academic research to the conceptualization of the Nation by 

various political factions. A trend was found in the tendency of academics and politicians to express 

their ideologies in terms of socialism in the beginning of the reform period, to a conceptualization of 

the Chinese Nation in terms of culture and tradition during the latter half of the 1980s and beginning 

of the 1990s, and, finally, to a mixture of both in the 1990s, as expressed in the official phrase of 

Socialism with Chinese characteristics. This trend was also accompanied by a changing focus on 

society, expressed in the shift from an emphasis on universalist to culturalist interpretations of 

Chinese society in the world. These shifts in emphasis generated an array of alternative 

perspective used for observing society and the functions ascribed to it. But the ways in which the 

Nation was redefined also found their expression in the symbolism, politics, administration, 

planning and practice of academic research. 

In the latter half of the 1980s, the leadership began to encourage the reinterpretation of 

Chinese tradition in terms of the history of the communist revolution, traditional forms of trade, 

family networks, and classical science and moral philosophy. These traditions, besides being 

studied academically, backed up ideologically the promising prospects of a successfully modernizing 

China with socialist characteristics in the midst of a deteriorating capitalist world of envious and 

scheming Western opponents. Despite the critique launched at the obsession with culture among 

intellectuals since the mid-1980s by supporters of official policies, after 1989, the emphasis in 
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official propaganda increasingly shifted to the cultural, rather than the material, inferiority of the 

West. Culture Fever, however, had not just been a matter of short-selling Chinese tradition, but 

also had involved a variety of positive and negative evaluations of Chinese tradition. But in the 

1990s, the political leadership considered the political criticism of "feudal" tradition by 

intellectuals in support of a liberal democracy as a threat, unlike the work of authoritarian 

"traditionalists," so it backed up the latter in its official propaganda, while at the same time 

making a fresh effort to integrate a whole spectrum of useful aspects of China's "excellent ancient 

legacy of science and culture" with socialist views on China's civilizational development. At this 

point, the work of the earlier condemned philosopher Li Zehou proved useful and, therefore, more 

acceptable as an attempt at integrating socialism, tradition and indigenous concepts of democracy. 

Party-State, Nation-State or Party-Nation? 

In various ways official socialist ideology revised the role of China and the West in world history. 

In the initial period of the reforms, the position of China was redefined as a socialist country in the 

first stage of socialism, and the death of imperialism and the demise of the capitalist world were 

postponed. Furthermore, the daring discussion of China as a possibly alienated society led to the 

redefinition of Marxism-Leninism-Mao Zedong Thought to include, another kind of, "socialist 

humanism." A major issue reverberating in various debates was the extent to which economic 

reforms could solve social problems, even though political reforms remained an official taboo, if it 

meant the delegation of power away from the political establishment. Following the official political 

line, social unity and collective leadership were re-emphasized in rebuilding CASS as a supportive 

academic organ in the undertaking of rapid national development. Especially the arts were 

restricted as scholars were expected to uphold official ideology, and ran the risk of their work 

becoming "illegal." Also criticism of the Cultural Revolution and especially the Anti-Rightist 

Campaign was restricted. Nevertheless, Deng's allies, Chen Yun and CASS President Hu Qiaomu, 

played a major role in forging compromises between Party reformers and the conservatives of the 

early 1980s. Hu Qiaomu and his assistant Deng Liqun, who became known as conservative leaders, 

oversaw the drafting of the Resolution on CCP History (1981). Though it criticized the "Older 

Mao," this authoritative document left the reputation of the Younger Mao and the CCP intact. 

After the defeat of radical Maoists, new divisions and tensions reflected an altered 

constellation of power in the political leadership. Chen Yun and Peng Zhen, revolutionary veterans in 

charge of important posts such as the economy, were classified as conservatives. They were 

backed up by Party administrators, and the propaganda apparatus, while younger, less powerful 

leaders, such as Hu Yaobang and Zhao Ziyang, were regarded as reformists. In power struggles, the 

social sciences (and the arts) provided an arena for battles over the legitimation of power. Bai Hua 

expressed his grievance with respect to the abuse of State power by the Party as well as his 

patriotic love for the Motherland in his play Unrequited Love. His critique became a stick in the 
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hands of conservative leaders who tried to gain legitimacy to power by inducing discipline based on 

the model of the Yan'an Rectification Campaigns of 1942-44. Deng Xiaoping's stance against Bai Hua 

was probably an attempt to ameliorate the anti-reformists military, who wanted to oust Hu 

Yaobang. 

Again, it is necessary to emphasize that the labels of conservative and reformist are 

merely a kind of shorthand used to sketch a certain image that is valid only in certain contexts and 

at certain times. For instance, the "reformist" Hu Yaobang in February 1985 gave a speech on the 

freedom of the press, in which he described the press as the "mouthpiece of the Party," and 

encouraged journalist to write about the pleasant aspects of society. Here Hu Yaobang's label of 

reformer seems to be misplaced. Labels, such as reformist and conservative are just tools for 

ordering certain kinds of behaviour. They are also political tools. For example, Hu's speech 

remained an internal document, until in April Hu Qiaomu published it in the People's Daily without 

Hu's permission. By praising Hu's speech enthusiastically, Hu Qiaomu and Deng Liqun disputed the 

legitimacy of his reputation as a reformist. Their praise, as it were, temporarily changed his label 

of reformer. The image of reformer, however, Hu would carry until after his death, when the 1985 

speech he made, had become unthinkable. 

Some socialist critics of the regime, such as Liu Binyan, criticized the Party for being 

corrupt and undemocratic. Liu limited his short-term hopes to internal Party democracy. His 

insistence on his loyalty to a corrupt Party incurred him accusations of unpatriotic behaviour. 

Other democrat-critics, such as Wang Ruoshui, were deemed unpatriotic for selling out China to the 

West. The radical liberal, Fang Lizhi, was regarded as a traitor as he was found guilty of setting up 

students against the socialist Motherland. Ironically, by supporting the anti-Japanese 

demonstrations of late-1985, Fang could not have taken a more "patriotic" line than the one taken 

by official Party Policy. The late-1986 demonstrations were far more explicitly in favour of 

democratic reforms and the autonomy of science, and were directed against Party interference 

with science and with the slow speed of the reforms. 

The growing interest in foreign culture (foreign literature and art forms), modern science 

(systems fever, philosophy of science, history of science) and post-modernistic currents (e.g. 

futurology, neo-structuralism, neo-Marxism, Alvin Toffler's concept of the "third wave", 

symbiotics) was related to several changes in Chinese society, not just a "bourgeois-liberalist" 

fashion of painting Chinese culture as backward among intellectuals. The growing attention for 

culture spread over a wide range of disciplines, and also among scientists and orthodox Marxists. 

Broad agreement existed on the harm done by "feudal" elements in Chinese culture, education and 

the legal system. The Culture Fever, therefore, lived not only among so-called bourgeois-

intellectuals, but had also roots in the den of the Party. The dispute centred more on the question of 

hoivto change culture, and of whether "an enlightened leader," "The People," or "law" would be 

responsible for its implementation. The debate took on various forms found in, for example, 
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systems science, history, philosophy, economics and political science. Though how culture was to 

change and in what area were questions unsolved, love for the Nation was displayed as the ultimate 

aim for cultural change by all participants in the Culture Fever debates. 

Socialist eclecticism with patriotic monitors 

Although the leadership tightened up academic monitoring after 1989, in the 1990s a trend toward 

theoretical pluralism re-emerged and accelerated. This apparent contradiction can be explained by 

the availability of the "national" concept as a framework for academic dispute. Various competing 

views use the same framework of the nation as a common element and purpose, though they assign 

to it different meanings and functions. The politico-cultural boundaries of the Chinese Nation are 

defined by means of cultural, political, economic, ecological, linguistic and biological criteria and 

expressed in various political views. The pluralism of the 1990s, now, was predominantly based on 

various expressions found to characterize the functions of the nation. Within this realm, only the 

outer limits of such characterizations had to be indicated, which took place in debates that created 

the validity of markers for socialism and Chineseness in the context of "Socialism with Chinese 

Characteristics." 

Therefore, a main task set for ideological education was the solid re-identification of 

patriotism with Party loyalty. In 1989, this was not easy as students during the demonstrations 

phrased their patriotism in terms of democracy. In the 1990s, official lines increasingly linked 

socialism to culture, which was much easier to associate with tradition and patriotism than was 

"the struggle between nation-states," and "class struggle" at home. Hence, patriotism 

increasingly included the "establishment of socialist culture." At CASS countless meetings of 

students and researchers discussed the meaning of the concepts of enemy presence, national 

safety, and the preservation of national top-secrets. To ensure the ideological loyalty of exchange 

students, who would enter the lion's den, training courses were organized, teaching students how 

to pet the lion and learn the secrets of its strength. At the same time, training in modern history, 

the "national situation" [guoqing], and trips to spots of national interest were to instill them with 

enough loyalty to bring those secrets back. 

The academic rationale of the symbols of the nation 

Since the late-1980s, despite the lauded competition between schools of thought, an atmosphere 

came about of increased uncertainty and orchestration of policies on academic research. Patriotic 

symbols of socialism were presented at official ceremonies in relation to science modernization, on 

occasions ranging from funerals and anniversaries of conferences to the founding of the nation, and 

various anniversaries of birthdays, death, war, the heroic dead and official diplomatic connections. 

The celebration of these occasions was to unite participants, while the various symbolic values 

associated with such occasions are meant to reverberate among a broader audience. As different 
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interpretations of these symbols continued to co-exist, planned manipulation of symbolic meaning 

was rarely realized in the way it was intended. In some cases, rational thought was subordinated to 

symbolic expression and perception, so that symbols connected emotive value and event as a 

matter of course. In CASS a tendency to equate social science to the establishment of Socialism 

with Chinese Characteristics and the Two Civilizations compelled cognitive activity to serve the 

national symbolism of the nation. In other words, the ritualization of rationality served the Nation-

State, and vindicated the academic nationalism endemic to official research projects. Thus, not only 

did the celebrations and commemorations of charismatic persons and heroes serve as objects for 

projecting national symbolism or occasion for expressing political statements, academic topics 

could serve the same function. In principle, any occasion or rational theory could be ritualized, and 

invested with symbolic meaning. 

4 . From Central ized D i f fe ren t ia t ion t o In tegra ted Divers i f i ca t ion 

In setting up new disciplines after 1978, policy-makers tended to encourage disciplinary 

specialization and the differentiation of existent fields into subdisciplines, and introduce new 

subdisciplines that use modern scientific theory and quantitative methodology, prominent in 

universities abroad. Paradoxically, in the mid-1980s this tendency toward differentiation in the 

social sciences was accompanied by the integrational trend of establishing multi-, cross- and 

interdisciplinary research projects, and in the 1990s explicit attempts were made to streamline 

the organization of the research institutes and their disciplines and subdisciplines. This direction in 

disciplinary organization sought both to remedy the tendency toward overspecialization and 

departmentalism, and to follow an international trend of attempts at viewing society through the 

perspectives and the combined quantitative and qualitative research methods of various disciplines. 

Additionally, the leadership's call for an integration of the natural sciences with the social sciences 

reflected the view that the increased use of quantitative methods by the social sciences could 

facilitate their application onto society, and thus, support China's socialist modernization effort. 

From differentiation to integration 

An important dimension of this thesis is its description of how, over time, the organization of the 

academic curriculum altered. At first the structure of academic disciplines grew very fast unto the 

point of overspecialization. It was managed by blunt, central power. From 1991 onward, disciplines 

and personnel were reorganized by thinning out organizational structures, and systematically 

relating research topics to State policies. At first sight, academic disciplines were liberated and 

scholars were given the chance to earn extra money. A closer look at the new situation, however, 

shows that the entire structure of disciplines was monitored by means of selection, checks, and 

evaluations, and directed by means of documents, instructions, meetings, and political movements. 

Nevertheless, scholars were left more leeway than before to do their research on the topic they 
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chose, but were forced to keep their interpretations within the scope of endorsed political views. In 

a sense, therefore, the clash of various views was part and parcel of the same political approach to 

the academic organization of the 1990s. 

Deepening the Reforms and remote control 

The 1991 inclusion of Deng Xiaoping's recommendation of Deepening the Reforms for CASS meant 

the continuation of modernization efforts and "opening up," the reorganization of disciplinary 

structures, and an addition of research projects. Accordingly, Hu Sheng's made plans for 

streamlining research, enhancing spiritual unity and instilling discipline into a new generation of 

top-notch researchers, strengthening the effort of Party work by setting up more Party 

Committees and building in controls into the decision-making process. Deepening of the reforms 

meant rationalization, not in the first place decentralization. In spite of a delegation of the power of 

appointment to lower levels of leadership, crucial moments of disagreement and conflict were to be 

resolved and decided upon by the top, and the responsibility system guaranteed its implementation. 

Deepening the Reforms at CASS, according to Document No. 3 (1992), took the shape of the 

implementation of a three-tiered system, consisting of the subsystems of scientific disciplines, 

personnel and administrative management. Two Small Groups designed proposals for Enterprise 

Management and Unit Management at CASS, so that CASS Units could earn income toward covering 

expenses in a way that was fully coordinated and supervised. Institute proposals for 

"compensatory income earning," mostly concerned the provision of logistics (selling information), 

translation and financial consultancy. 

This trend in earning money activities was expected to culminate in full financial autonomy 

or semi-autonomy of academic institutions. Full autonomy in the field of decision-making was 

another matter. In the late 1980s, if intellectuals wanted to establish autonomous organizations 

they needed to register with an official organization, and CASS, as a prestigious advisor to the 

State, to maintain its dependent non-commercial status. In 1989, however, the ever-growing 

academy was treated as an unreliable body of advise. Though, on the one hand, making CASS 

institutes sell their "intellectual products" against a fee seemed to be a solution to problems of 

inefficiency and insolvency, on the other hand, during the demonstrations it became clear that 

support of the private sector for intellectuals could make them too independent. As a solution to 

problems of both money and discipline, administrative systems were devised to record all income 

activities, to direct a part of the income to institute Units, and to register all income activities so 

that supervision remained feasible. However, the relative income of academics in society 

decreased considerably, and more work for extra income had not meant a release from supervision. 

The reorganization of disciplines and Party strengthening 

The selection of existing disciplines and creation of new disciplines and the reorganization of 
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research institutes in 1995 seemed like a technical solution to problems of organization and finance. 

In fact, reorganization took place along ideological lines of the reforms. Rules of organization were 

provided at the same time that the establishment of academic "self-organization" was encouraged. 

Furthermore, the newly introduced research centres followed a bi-directional election system and 

democratic centralism, which were curtailed by political guidelines and regulations. Such trends 

made for the strengthening of the Party leadership, now firmly anchored in CASS Party 

Committees on a top-leadership level, an institutional level, and a research-office level. I argued 

that the main tasks set for the institute's Party Committee encouraged conformism, and suffocated 

the atmosphere. They included a range of tasks covering the maintenance of ideological discipline, 

the implementation of Party policies, and upholding Party hierarchy. According to regulations, 

supervisory investigation was required to find out if individuals obeyed Party organization, 

minorities the majority, lower ranks higher ranks, the entire Party the Central Committee. In 

order to prevent the slackening of discipline, the Party also checked on the sincerity and solidarity 

of members in carrying out tasks. 

In short, the CASS's Ninth Five-Year Plan expressed a trend toward a more intricate and 

complex organizational set up around the Party policies of socialist patriotism. It allowed the views 

of pre-defined minority groups to compete, strengthening the spirit of competition with awards, 

promotion and other material incentives. At the same time, the more liberal view the leadership 

took toward ideological diversification allowed the popularization of the widely advertized image of 

an increasing culturally sophisticated China, reigned through the "spontaneous" emergence of 

cultural and academic pluralism in academic debate. Nevertheless, the general task for CASS in the 

Ninth Five-Year Period was defined as the establishment of a grand theory of Socialism with 

Chinese Characteristics and solve practical issues, guided by Party theory, its basic directives, 

and according to the State's needs for economic and social development in the Ninth Five-Year 

period. Guidelines for political, theoretical and academic directions were defined increasingly 

meticulously, the circulation of which was facilitated under President Jiang Zemin's policy of "by 

all means talk politics." 

5. Ideological Leniency and Academic Eff ic iency 

The persuasive powers of leniency and dismissal 

After the start of the Reforms, there have been at least three periods in which the acceptable level 

of "Westernization" was fiercely disputed among leaders and scholars: the 1983-4 Campaign 

against Spiritual Pollution; the 1987 attacks against "bourgeois liberalization" and 

"Westernization;" the 1989 clamp down of the democracy movement carried by "full-fledged 

Westernizers" and "traitors of the motherland." These attacks had detrimental consequences for 



307 

intellectuals that were actively involved in the demonstrations and openly displayed their political 

disagreement with official definitions of "the West," "socialism," and "China." Nevertheless, 

compared to the Mao era, the three targets of the Campaign against Bourgeois Liberalization, Wang 

Ruowang, Liu Binyan and Fang Lizhi, were treated leniently. They were not sent to a labour camp, 

but were put under house arrest. International pressure and the statements of students overseas 

and scholars may have contributed to the mild treatment of the three, but the controlled nature of 

public attacks, the continuation of their work, and the early reappearance of the three at public 

gatherings showed that the mechanisms of discursive control of the Mao-era differentiated into 

more subtle operations of steering discourse in the 1980s. It is probable that their open 

recalcitrancy and refusal to bend to Party criticism in combination with their driven spirit and 

influence on their respective audiences were perceived as a threat to Party authority. 

It is not just in periods of public attack, however, that intellectuals took care not to openly 

express political incorrectness. It was, for example, in the aftermath of the June Fourth movement 

that scholars had to think of alibies for the period leading up to the Tiananmen disaster, and hide 

any sign that could be explained or misconstrued as active participation in the democracy 

movement. Criminal investigation in a intricately organized institute such as CASS is disastrous for 

the intellectual and collégial atmosphere, especially as scholars were put under pressure to report 

on one another's whereabouts and political moves. After Deng's trip South in 1992, when there 

were signs of political thaw, daring activists stuck out their necks by petitioning for political 

reform in 1993-4. Again, activists were arrested or put under surveillance. This was a sign for 

other intellectuals to stick out their political antennas, and for again others, in circles considered 

both Leftist and Rightist, to turn to more authoritarian approaches to science policies. 

By the mid-1990s, radical political dissent from the centre, commonly regarded as the 

"Radical Left" and "Radical Right" (neo-Maoists, and the advocates of Western liberal ideas), was 

marginalized, so that academic discourse was shorn of opinions diverting from a pre-defined, 

limited range of core views. Radical Leftist and Rightist views had started to take on an artificial 

life in official discourse as negative referents, concocted as ideal-typical repellents. The 

reproduction of the official Middle requires scholars skilled at taking their cue from authoritative 

examples in written discourse or at academic meetings. Participation in collective academic 

activities can be a safe and rewarding way of keeping up-to-date with changes in the ideological 

atmosphere, and form an opportunity for political leaders to catch an attentive audience. Such 

socio-political academic activities bridge the twin needs of advancing personal academic 

preferences with registering areas vulnerable to ideological scrutiny, and combining academic 

networking with academic brain-picking. 

Only a success of the June Fourth demonstrations could have confirmed the feasibility of 

the line taken by the proponents of "democracy." The propagation of "Seeking truth from facts" 

by the revamped leadership seemed to prove that the surviving regime was fit to rule. The 
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strategy of treating harshly only the most obstinate dissenters, required those who had committed 

errors to reflect upon their mistakes. This policy pushed dissenters into a situation in which, short 

of changing jobs or fleeing abroad, complacency seemed a reasonable attitude to muster. Academics 

responded to political demands made of academic work, partly, because a more broadly defined 

view of competition between schools of thought made stepping in line with establishment policies 

easier for the, increasingly docile, majority of academics. Even after the Party had persecuted 

intellectuals, their families and colleagues, most of them reentered the Party, convinced that the 

only way to function effectively, after all, is within the context of the political and academic 

establishment. 

Establishment intellectuals? 

The role of CASS leaders and experts in State policy-making is concentrated in the areas of 

economics, law, political stability, international relations, and ideology. Social science has an 

important role in setting up a market system and the reforms, and supporting the policies of the 

Central Committee of the CCP. For instance, the Institute of Law played an important role in 

designing a new legal system; policy-makers consult a range of institutes dealing with border-

region issues; CASS plays a supportive role in the field of socialist theory. By holding international 

conferences and organizing joint-institutional discussions on international politics and economics, 

CASS exerts a degree of influence on official policies, though it is hard to make a precise estimate 

of its influence. These tasks require highly educated and loyal academics, i.e., intelligent people 

who are willing to listen to and elaborate on currently ruling reason. In spite of the periods of 

aggression and violence, in the 1980s, this insight had been the main reason for the relative 

freedom of publication and speech and growing variety of theoretical perspectives on the 

relationship between culture, society, economy and technology. This development was not only due 

to the growing proportion of scholars with tertiary education at government posts and in the Party, 

but also to a gradual replacement of the Old Guard by a younger generation of intellectuals more 

open to the reform of Marxism and society. Conflict came about through disagreement about the 

extent of the reforms, in the economy, and especially in the political system. 

All in all, the State and CASS have come out stronger by reforming their relation to the 

Party, and the Party has maintained its influence by means of internal organizational and ideological 

reforms. These reforms were partly a result of the efforts of intellectuals who supported the 

democracy movement. Their idealism was based on concepts of rationality and progress from the 

Enlightenment. These elements have been retained and applied, even onto the organizational 

structure of CASS. But although the policy of gradually changing CASS into a stronghold of 

Marxism-Leninism succeeded partly, at the same time, CASS grew too bulky, costly and 

inefficient. The number of institutes, research projects and staff were to be cut. Staff was to be 

cut by nearly a third, and as no one knew how this was going to be achieved, job insecurity put 
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extra pressure on the academics who were dependent on the academy for their job and pension. The 

academics who had hoped to change society by means that are internal to Party and State 

organization were either silenced or gave in to politically acceptable views. 

Another factor obstructing attempts at the independent formulation of views was the 

proscription of selected formulations. The prescribed repetition of a limited number of "scientific" 

formulations promoted acceptance of already existing conceptions, while it discourages the 

creative formulation of ideas into new concepts. At the same time, the indiscriminate application of 

official formulas and Party jargon was actively discouraged, as, apart from encouraging "Leftist" 

dogmatism, it severely inhibited the production of new ideas favourable to the official policies of 

reform. If a scholar wants to avoid getting into trouble, s/he must develop a sense of recognizing 

the correct "-isms," and find out what formulations apply to which label. This requires keeping up-

to-date with the prevailing recommendations in official documents, and knowing what kind of 

formulations are currently rejected. The ambiguity of instructions does not make it easy to figure 

out what methods or views are condoned, even though the instructions are meant for application in 

a wide range of disciplines. However, ambiguity may also be used by the political establishment as 

a tactic to make academics conform by "conscientiously" expounding on the concrete meaning of 

vague instructions along Party guidelines. In this way the work of intellectuals is steered loosely, 

without overt coercion. This argument explains also that CASS intellectuals served as speech 

writers for both conservatives, such as Deng Liqun and Hu Ojaomu, and for the technocrat-

reformist Zhao Ziyang. One could argue that the patronage enjoyed by intellectuals under Hu 

Yaobang, and after Hu Yaobang's forced resignation, under Zhao Ziyang, made possible the protest 

of intellectuals against the regime. This is why the two patrons had to be purged. 

After the severe reprimands placed on CASS intellectuals and the restrictions placed on the 

decision-making powers of administrative leaders following the 1989 clamp-down, the atmosphere 

of hope and creative debate was replaced by an atmosphere of renewal and discursive restraint. On 

the one hand, radical reformists and democrats kept quiet, or changed their minds in the aftermath 

of the June Fourth surveillance; on the other hand, moderate reformists succeeded to realize at 

least part of their aims as the economic reforms, especially in the area of market reform and the 

legal system, jerked along. The freedom of expression in China seemed to spread, and experiments 

were done with various forms of democracy. If we regard the view of the establishment as opposed 

to democratic reforms, then most intellectuals at the time were anti-establishment. However, such 

an interpretation is too simplistic. First of all, the concept of democracy during this period was 

generally interpreted in its narrow sense of democracy for the political and intellectual elite. 

Second, political leaders such as Hu Yaobang, and Zhao Ziyang to a lesser extent were also in favour 

of political reforms that would lead to a political democracy, and these leaders have to be included 

into the concept of establishment. Third, one could argue that, considering the functions and status 

assigned to CASS as think-tank to political leaders and as prestigious academic institute under the 
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State Council, CASS intellectuals would act out of character if they did not conform to rules set by 

the political establishment. And, finally, one can argue, as did Yu Wen, that CASS' politico-

academic achievements of the 1990s were built on the reform efforts by dissident intellectuals of 

the 1980s. 

From the point of view of "thought management," steering social scientists in the 1960s 

and 1970s was a relatively straightforward matter: only one "correct" ideology was tolerated 

(though of course there were more than one). And, from the governance point of view, the work of 

social scientists was not considered essential to acquiring objective insights into societal 

processes, the impasse ideological manipulation caused in the social sciences was not singled out as 

a serious problem. But when after 1978 several ideologies and academic schools were encouraged 

to compete "freely" and social science was assigned an important task in socialist construction, 

attempts at controlling academic research and debate became an intricate task. An official policy of 

unconstrained competition between academic views, which at the same time required social 

scientists to follow socialist guidelines, accept the leadership of the Party, and to be patriotic, 

generated a plethora of interpretations of socialism, the Chinese motherland, and the Nation-State. 

In order to keep these interpretations in line with State policies, various measures and means were 

adopted in the form of organising Party gatherings, briefings, speeches, Party work-meetings, 

commissions, conferences; designing documents and "focus point plans"; and, applying 

organizational adjustment to monitor academic activities, a process in which social scientists 

themselves play a major part. 

The policy of building a strong and prosperous Chinese State under the leadership of the 

Communist Party required great efforts of planning, supervision and steering. In combination with 

the official policies of opening up and reform, it sent an ambiguous message to academics. On the 

one hand, free debate and research were meant to make science flourish and were regarded as 

crucial in China's modernization efforts, while on the other hand, the socialist ideology of the Party 

leadership was supposed to guide this "giant engineering project". Here, official strategies of 

socialist construction and strong-State building conflated in official ideology, even though attempts 

at building a strong China led by socialist ideology failed during the decades prior to the 1980s. The 

eternal changes of Party guidelines towards, in particular, "Westernization" caused much 

confusion among intellectuals pioneering new ideas (wherever they come from). As long as the 

development of a great diversity of academic theories was stimulated, but academic work, in the 

final analysis, was viewed as an expression of the ideological positions of scholars, intellectuals 

had no choice but to compromise their work [intellectual integrity] by abstaining from open Party 

opposition. As a consequence, various levels of self-censorship tended to preclude the formulation 

of politically unsafe research or concepts. It was the uncertainty of the atmosphere created by 

inconsistent, sporadic State interference that tended to hold back uninhibited creative thought in 

areas perceived as dodgy. 
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Finally, the circumstances of work and standards of living of scholars are largely 

dependent on State decisions. In view of the turbulent years of the Cultural Revolution, State 

protection offers a form of security to academic livelihood. The conditions under which social 

scientists conduct research into Socialism with Chinese Characteristics are bound to affect the 

ways in which loyalty to the Nation are defined. However, attitudes toward the Chinese motherland 

are not just a result of calculating behaviour on the part of politically aware scholars. The extent 

to which scholars compromise themselves with State policies is also related to other factors, such 

as the academic traditions of nation-building that intellectuals have been a part of since the late 

nineteenth century. Moreover, after decades of carefully considering the political implications of 

their work, the enunciation of "scientific freedom" could hardly be expected to immediately 

liberate scholars from their masks of political prudence and habits of self-censorship, self-

justification and the categories of thought associated with those habits. It is not just a question of 

fear of official sanctions that kept scholars from "opening up" to new ideas, or rebellion against 

the "four cardinal principles." More practical considerations, such as the courage, time and energy 

needed for becoming a pioneer of a previously forbidden academic field, the fear of becoming a 

deviant, or loosing a stable career may render a scholar unable to embrace paths so far untrodden. 

Even those without such qualms cannot be expected to cut themselves of from former habits of 

thought, if only because the terms on which others expect to communicate pull them back. 

Academic nationalism 

The role of intellectuals in China has become diversified. Some have continued to regard themselves 

as mouthpieces of the People, and act as the standard-bearers of morality, critics of the 

authorities, and spokesmen and protectors of the People; some have isolated themselves in their 

studies, burying their heads in the sand; some have responded to market forces and try to make 

money by writing on demand; some follow an academic career that lives up to the ideological 

demands made by official guidelines; some have become academic managers, applying their 

intellectual skills onto reorganizing the research structure; some look for new ideologies to serve 

China, and have to weigh off their attempts at theoretical renewal against the danger of co-option 

by official power; some have become cynical and "jumped into the sea," in order to start a new 

life focused on making money; and, some have found work outside academic life in order to continue 

critical debate external to academic life. 

The idealist intellectuals of the 1980s have been accused of not taking off their socialist 

glasses and sticking to Enlightenment thinking and rationalism. Chinese traditional thought, it is 

argued, was based on optimism, reason as a universal cognitive and moral expedient for political 

judgement, and regarding history as a globally teleological process of "progress" based on 

"reason." Radicals such as Li Dazhao, Chen Duxiu, and liberals like Hu Shi had criticized the 

Confucian legacy through Western Marxism and scientism. But now, the premises of Western 



312 

Enlightenment thought, i.e. scientific reason, historical necessity, modernization toward an ideal 

society, seemed to overlap with traditional ways of thinking. By not radically opposing the 

autocratic elements in the political system they were criticized for selling out their ideals of 

democracy and liberalism. The picture of model researchers presented in the Yearbooks of CASS in 

the 1990s starkly differs from that of the ideal of an independent (unbiased), critical reformer who 

presents research results to the public for debate. Rather, the moral character of a CASS 

researcher refers to a sense of duty in carrying out one's task, and helping others to do theirs; 

political thinking means following official guidelines and applying them in one's work for the People; 

and, the concept of having attained "a high cultural level" refers to the highly educated, skilled, 

and accomplished person who is also in possession of an awareness of moral and political issues 

incorporated in decisions of daily life and the applications of these skills in it. 

During the late-1980s, an awareness emerged that too much confidence had been placed in 

the intellectual's role in reforming society, and that there was too little awareness among 

intellectuals about the lopsided interdependence between State and intellectuals. Some intellectuals, 

such as Wang Meng and Gan Yang, started to stress self-doubt and cynicism about the ability of 

humans to alter society. Critical scepticism and reflection on the role of the subject in intellectual 

inquiry challenged the principles of Enlightenment modernity. The privatization of belief also was 

essential to the formation of a reflexive "self-awareness," which is no longer defined by the State 

or the Party. Though many intellectuals still attempt to construct an ideal realm in order to 

reconcile dichotomous oppositions, others reject the Utopian legacy associated with historical 

materialism, and rejected the totalizing approach of social revolution in favour of gradual 

evolution. Traditional opposites have made place for synthesis (of private versus public, market -

State planning, Western - Chinese, revolution - evolution, socialism - capitalism): not as mutually 

exclusive but inclusive, complementary and supportive. 

Even when one is perfectly aware of the categories used to make a distinction between the 

different political schools and currents, changing political configurations make it necessary to keep 

up-to-date on the changing contents of what, for example, is meant by Right or Left. Such 

categories are relevant in political life and are problematic when copied uncritically from its use in 

official jargon or in politically tinted debates between factions. For example, the chaos during the 

Cultural Revolution is usually blamed on the "radical Left." The accusers offer both an 

"explanation" for the Cultural Revolution and tell us they are not "radical Left" themselves. Here 

political positioning and explanation go hand in hand. In official academic debate prevalent in the 

1980s distinctions were made between the following political directions: 

- conservative Left, exemplified by conservatives in the People's Liberation Army [PLA], who 

resented the concessions made to capitalism and Spiritual Pollution; 

- the Radical Left, who were nostalgic about the Cultural Revolution and wanted to reintroduce 

some of its policies of mass movement and its political morality; 
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- the humanist Right, that wanted a more democratic society as a condition for economic 

liberalism; 

- the market reformers of the Right, who wanted to improve the economy by introducing liberal 

market reforms but were not prepared to implement a democratic political reforms in the short-

term ; 

- the pragmatists of the centre, who want economic growth, continued Party control, and moral 

purity.327 

There are several reasons for using these "types" with care. First, people's orientations 

are subject to change, and shift between categories, even in the same argument. Some intellectuals 

fit all categories at different point in their life. Second, the concept of the political middle is a 

product of political steering and serves political ends. Radically deviating carries a political taboo. 

Finally, lumping people into schools is a common practice in official ideology. It serves to label them 

and position them in (silent) reference to the correct or incorrect political line. This practice makes 

it difficult to even draw heuristic distinctions between philosophical theory and ideology 

(epistemology and ontology), and thus hampers the reception of alternative modes of thought. The 

greater political tolerance in the 1990s for intellectuals to group themselves into schools has 

yielded a rich variety of ideological currents and has made it difficult to label groups of 

intellectuals for politico-strategic purposes. 

Keeping in mind the draw-backs of categorizing intellectuals into politically labelled groups, 

it is possible to ascribe some features to the exploration of a uniquely Chinese path to modernity 

which at the same time self-consciously draws on what is regarded as the traditional and the 

modern, and East and West. As a reaction to what is regarded as total Westernization in the 1980s 

and the sad image of China in T.V. documentary River Elegy, many academic advocates of 

Westernization have turned their backs on the West. Instead, the phrase Xitong Zhongyong (Western 

Substance and Chinese Application) gave a new twist to the concept of Sinification, emphasizing the 

Chinese application of selected Western items, thus avoiding Westernization.328 Institutes have 

followed a policy of absorbing ideas and methods from foreign disciplines, adjusting them to Chinese 

political requirements and applying them in a Chinese context. In the official academic jargon of the 

1990s, scientific workers have Sinified Western theories in the service of socialist modernization 

with Chinese characteristics. In order to ensure that foreign science, technology and ideas find 

their application in the officially approved "socialist" cause, the flood of "Westernising" imports 

was to be guided through the appropriate ideological certification of Sinification. Furthermore, the 

1990s returned the redefinition of 5.000 years of Chinese history and its "spiritual heritage" as a 

collective endeavour. 

327 cf. Brugger & Kelly 1990: 14. 
3 2 8 Cf. Li Zehou 1996. 
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Especially some younger patriots, such as He Xin and Xiao Gongqin, have started to 

question what they regard as Western classical models of economic development, modem 

consumption patterns, environmental damage, and the exploitation of global resources.329 Other 

academics strive to eliminate poverty, adhering a pragmatic materialism instead of an ideological 

idealism. To the economic reformists of the 1990s, increasing national wealth and power, 

developing the productive forces of society, and improving standards of living have became of 

central concern. Furthermore, in the 1990s, some intellectuals critical of the mega-planning of the 

1980s have shown the draw-backs of the Utopian concept of a grand national project. He Xin in 

particular insisted that China's reforms should be conducted through a process of self-adjustment, 

gradual adaptation and improvement.330 Stressing national self-respect, many intellectuals 

envisage a world of "survival of the fittest" covered by a Western blanket of human rights and 

world peace.331 As a result of the success of the economic reforms, an atmosphere of confidence, 

pride and righteousness about China's fate emerged. It is expressed, directly or indirectly, by the 

many references to China's historical humiliation since the Opium War, the failed bid by China to 

host the Olympic Games, the Western strategy of containment of China, the powerless becoming 

powerful, the positive reappraisal of the Mao era, the reinvention of the myth of the continuous 

formation of Chinese nationhood (various stages of China 's reconstruction through a renewed 

awareness of historical sequence and necessity.332 Similarly, the ideals of a "greater China" and 

sense of a Pan-Chinese Cultural Identity started out as economic concepts but express traditional 

notions of a concentric Huaxia civilization, built around the inner core of mainland China, and an 

influence sphere of Taiwan, Hong Kong and Macao, the Overseas's Chinese, and East and Southeast 

Asian countries influenced by Chinese culture. 

The concepts of Asian Values and the so-called East Asian Model of development have been 

subject to increasing attention and debate. The concepts frequently refer to the neo-authoritarian 

approach of Singapore, and define Asian values in contrast to what is seen as the liberal, 

individual-based values of the West. Resistance to the universalization of "Western democracy" 

and the individual-based liberal values, political institutions and human rights found expression in 

the East Asian Model, based on an "Asian" politico-economic paradigm. It is characterized by 

political order and structural stability; it assigns "controllability" as a key solution to 

modernization instead of large-scale social transformation, and argues for the need of pragmatic 

operational problems rather than grand ideological issues.333 This idea of a stable, socio-political 

environment maintained by a strong, unified, central State has gained currency among Chinese 

3 2 9 Cf Xiao Gongqin 1994; Zheng Yongnian E1999: chapter 4. 
3 3 0 Cf. He Xin 1991. See also Weng Jiemin 1996. 
331 Cf. Song Qiang et al. 1996; Li Xiguang & Uu Kang et al. 1996. 
3 3 2 a . He Xin 1991. 
3 3 3 Cf. He Xin 1991; Weng Jiemin 1996. 
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intellectuals since the Tiananmen events of 1989 and the collapse of the Soviet Union. Tacit 

cooperation with the authoritarian State has become regarded as a condition for a stable political 

environment for Chinese modernization efforts and the preservation of jobs in the academic world. 

As a result of the desire to deploy issues of national identity as a means for strengthening 

State-functions, conceptions of the Chinese State and Nation are often used interchangeably. As 

disagreement exists on what the two stand for and how they are related, the meaning of the 

concept of the nation, and therefore also its symbolic value, are debated and depend on the context 

of the argument in which "the nation" is used. And because politics and academic life are closely 

intertwined in CASS, the nation has become a standard unit of research and the frame of thought 

from which research is planned. To compromise the academic ideal of independent research even 

further, academic thinking is plagued by a tendency of defining the Chinese Nation-State by foiling it 

against images of the West. On the one hand, self-assertion and self-confidence are expressed in 

descriptions and predictions of China's future, but a sense of insecurity and inferiority are 

expressed by the vehement insistence on the different nature of China's Sinified modernization 

from Western forms, and the suspicion directed against the West and Japan of wanting to obstruct 

and delay China's modernization process.334 Other, critical, analyses uses Edward Said's 

Orientalism to explain China is treated by the West as the Oriental Other, while again others, 

accuse the West of attempting to creating an hostile and unequal relation between China and the 

West by systematically demonizing China.335 

For decades, the basic pattern of academic analysis framed around the unit of the nation has 

been based on the bifurcation of East versus West, China versus US, repressed versus repressers, 

self versus other, capitalism versus socialism, third versus first world. Nevertheless, it is 

possible to point out some differences between earlier forms of Sinocentrism and academic 

nationalism in the 1990s. In the 1990s intellectuals have paid more attention to the process of 

imagining the national self and their role in it, rather than devising ways for the leadership to 

improve socialist rule on its way to an ideal society. The isolationist, inward-looking and partisan 

orientation is gradually being replaced by a more outward-looking and pragmatic approach that is 

based on the accumulation of wealth and power, rather than societal ideals. Rather than an aim, 

society has become a means to individuals who now focus on culture to make themselves more 

attractive to the market. China is no longer one society amongst many destined to turn communist, 

but a particular cultural unit backed up by socialism. The new national consciousness among 

intellectuals is a more rational and flexible form of academic nationalism, in which the academic 

world has a role to play in balancing xenophobia and modernization by taming foreign concepts into a 

range of Sinified constructs. Such constructs compete, but are invariably framed in terms of the 

3 3 4 Lin Min & Galikowski 1999: 172. 
3 3 5 Zhang Xudong 1998; Li Xiguang 1996. 



316 

unit of the nation. 


